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IN RE: PETITION FOR ADMIN. VARIANCE * BEFORE THE
W/S of Seven Courts Drive, and S/W

side of Proctor Lane * EPUTY ZONING COMMISSIONER
11" Election District
5% Councilmanic District *  OF BALTIMORE COUNTY
9400 Seven Courts Drive
* CASE NO. 99-471-A
Sean Ledford & Lori Ledford
Petitioners *

* ok F &k ok oKk ok F K o ok ok

ORDER ON MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION

WHEREAS, this matter was originally filed as a Petition for Administrative Variance by the
legal owners of the subject property, Sean and Lori Ledford. Based upon my review of the file, as
well as the comments from the Office of Planning, the Petitioners’ request for administrative
variance was denied by Order dated the 28" day of June, 1999.

WHEREAS, Mr. & Mrs. Ledford, by a motion received July 8, 1999, requested that I
reconsider my previous denial of the variance request. Mr. Ledford met with representatives of the
Planning Office and presented information to them for their review and consideration.

WHEREAS, Mr. Jeffrey Long from the Office of Planning, advised this office that the
Planning Office had, in fact, reconsidered the Petitioners’ request for variance and now supports the
Petitioners’ request.

THEREFORE, it is this _/_3_ day of July, 1999, that the Petitioners’ Request for Variance to
allow a 6 ft. fence in his yard, which abuts the front yard of an adjacent property owner in lieu of

the permitted 42” fence, be and is hereby APPROVED.

4



The Petitioner shall have thirty (30) days from the date of this Order to file an appeal of this

decision.
{ //aw% / éIAﬂ—@
TIMOTHY M/KOTROCO
DEPUTY ZONING COMMISSIONER
FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY
TMK :raj

cc: Mr. & Mrs. Sean Ledford

WA

O

> N
I '
g
= . J
i L}i &



RE: Motton for Reconstderation for a Petition for Administrative Variance - Case NO. 99-471-A

FROM: Petitioners Sean and Lori Ledford

9400 Seven Cowrts Drive e

11™ Election District S
5" Councilmanic District )

TO:  Mr. Timothy M. Kotroco L
Deputy Zoning Commissioner for Baltimore County 3
2

T S I, SO

Dear Mr. Kotroco, e st e e T

I spoke to you on the phone last week about the above petition in which I was able to give you additional
information that you and Ms. Karin Brown were not made aware. Therefore I am sending this motion
along with the additional information in hopes that you will reconsider your decision. I have enclosed the
signatures of my surrounding neighbors along with additional pictures of my neighborhood. I appreciate
your time in consideration this matter.

1 would like to start by saying that I would have included my neighbors signatures in the original petition
but I was told by the zoning department that my case was pretty clear cut and that I did not need to obtain
them. I had initially talked to a few of my closer neighbors and I let them know that T was going to extend
the fence. The neighbors that I talked to agreed that extending the fence was a good idea for my house
for many of the reasons I will explain. After obtaming the signatures from my neighbors who live across
the street, I found that like my closer neighbors, they are by far in agreement with my decision to extend
the fence. In fact all of my neighbors preferred that I extend a 6-foot fence rather then a 42-inch fence.
They agreed with my opinion that half of a 6-foot fence and half of a 42-inch fence would not be
aesthetically pleasing. They all preferred that I extend a 6-foot fence around my property. H you need or
want to talk with them, please call me and [ can get their phone numbers for you.

1 have also included pictures of my neighborhood with this motion. I have numbered the back of the
pictures so that I may talk about them in this document. Both pictures 1 and 2 show my existing fence
and my neighbor's section of 42 inch fencing that I believe Ms. Brown was referring to in her document.
As you can see from the picture my fence was there before my neighbor’s 42-inch fence, in fact you can
see that they utilize my 6-foot fence as a partition between our yards. Pictures 3,4, and 5 show houses
within my neighborhood in which a 6-foot fence borders the front yard of another homeowner’s property.
Pictures 4 and 5 are within a block of my house while picture 3 along with a few other houses are within
1000 feet of my house. Finally, picture 6 is a picture of the sign that I had in my yard for over 17 days
that was required by zoning. According to 2 zoning employee that I talked to on the phone a day before
the sign came down, no one even called to inquire about the plans. Ifany one was worried zbout the
aesthetics of extending the fence, I would have hoped they would have called and inquired or petitioned
but they did not.

I would also like to state additional reasons why I want to extend my fence. Granted some of the
following reasons could be accomplished by extending a 42-inch fence but many of the following reasons
can not.

* First and foremost, T along with my neighbors believe it wouid be more aesthetically pleasing to
extend a matching 6-foot fence then fo half 2 42-inch fence and half a 6-foot fence.

= In addition to the above buflet, I have not been able to find 42 inch fencing to match the existing 6
foot fence but I have been able to find 6 foot fencing to match the existing fence.



e  Another reason that I would like to extend my fence is that T live on a high traffic corner. Not only
does my corner have high auto traffic but it also has a lot of pedestrian traffic. Exfending the fence
would alleviate pedestrians, matnly children, from cutting through my yard.

e My wife and I plan to have children in a year or two and would prefer a 6-foot fence due to the high
traffic, In the words of my neighbors that live at 9402 Seven Courts Drive and who have lived in this
community for over 12 years, “If you plan to have kids, you need a 6 foot fenee.”

» 1have a dog and extending the fence would allow him more room to run. A 6-foot fence would
alleviate any problems of someone leaning over the fence and teasing him.

+ Extending the fence would keep a large portion of the trash and debris out of my yard.

e Finally, a 6-foot fence would give me privacy in my back vard.

I am sure that I could think of various other reasons but the above reasons are the main ones. [ plan on
talking to Ms. Brown on 7/7/99 and I hope that with the new information, | will be able to sway her
opinion. I just think that in a community that has various houses with 6 foot fences that border other front
yard properties, neighbors that have given me their overwhelming consent as well as the fact that no one
in my neighborhood even called to protest that hopefully, these facis can sway your opinion to over turn
your initial decision. I do plan on putting in a fence, 1 just hope that I am able to put in a 6-foot fence. In
closing T welcome Ms. Brown or yourself'to come to my community to view the yard and talk with my
neighbors, T again would like to thank you for your time and consideration in this matter.




IN RE: PETITION FOR ADMIN. VARJIANCE * BEFORE THE

W/S of Seven Courts Drive, and S/W
side of Proctor Lane * DEPUTY ZONING COMMISSIONER

11™ Election District
5% Councilmanic District * OF BALTIMORE COUNTY

9400 Seven Courts Drive
¥ CASE NO. 99-471-A

Sean Ledford & Lori Ledford

Petitioners
£ ok % sk k ok %k k k* %k k k k

FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

This matter comes before the Deputy Zoning Commissioner as a petition for administrative
variance filed by the legal owners of the subject property, Sean and Lori Ledford. The Petitioners
are requesting a variance for property located at 9400 Seven Courts Drive, located in the Perry Hall
area of Baltimore County. Specifically, the variance request is from Section 427 of the Baltimore
County Zoning Regulations (B.C.Z.R.) requesting permission to construct a 6’ high fence in the
rear and side yard of the lot which adjoins the front yard of another in lieu of the required 42”. The
matter was submitted through the administrative variance process.

When a property owner submits a request for administrative variance, several agencies of
Baltimore County comment on that request. In this particular instance, the Office of Planning by
and through Karen Brown, the Community Planner for the Perry Hall area of Baltimore County,

reviewed the Petitioners’ application. Ms. Brown, after reviewing the Petitioners’ request and

inspecting the surrounding neighborhood, indicated a recommendation to deny the Petitioners’
request. According to Ms. Brown, the Petitioners’ request to extend the 6’ high fence along the
perimeter of their property would not be in character and keeping with the surrounding community.

hotographs of the property which were submitted by the Petitioners corroborate Ms. Brown’s

position. Continuing the height of the fence at 6’ around the perimeter of the property would, in the
opinion of this Deputy Zoning Commission, be out of character with the surrounding community,

particularly since this is a comer lot. Therefore, the Petitioners’ request for variance shall be



denied. The Petitioners shall, of course, be permitted to install a 42 high fence around the area of
the property that they own. A 42” high fence is permitted by the regulations and would also allow
the Petitioners to fence in that portion of their yard that they wish to uiilize

THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED by the Deputy Zoning Commissioner for Baltimore County
this ﬁi’{ day of June, 1999, that based on the position of the Office of Planning and my review of
the documents contained within the file, I find that the Petitioners’ request for variance, to allow a
6" high fence in the rear and side yard of a lot which adjoins the front yard of another in lieu of the
required 42” shall be DENIED.

The Petitioner shall have thirty (30) days from the date of this Order to file an appeal of this

decision.

\/Aauifé Mo forces

TIMOTHY M. KOTROCO
DEPUTY ZONING COMMISSIONER
FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY




Baltimore County
Zoning Commissioner

o
T

Mr. & Mrs. Sean Ledford
9400 Seven Courts Drive
Baltimore, Maryland 21236

June 28 1999

Re: Petition for Administrative Variance

Case No. 99-471-A

Property: 9400 Seven Courts Drive

Dear Mr. & Mrs. Ledford:

Suite 405, County Courts Bldg.

401 Bosley Avenue

Towson, Maryland 21204
410-887-4386

Fax: 410-887-3468

Enclosed please find the decision rendered in the above-captioned case. The
Petition for Administrative Variance has been denied in accordance with the enclosed

Order.

In the event the decision rendered is unfavorable to any party, please be advised
that any party may file an appeal within thirty (30) days from the date of the Order to the
County Board of Appeals. If you require additional information concerning filing an
appeal, please feel free to contact our appeals clerk at 410-887-3391.

TMK raj
Enclosure

Very truly yours,

L/A:{ié%‘ //6"’4%

Timothy M. Kotroco
Deputy Zoning Commissioner

Come visit the County's Website at www.co.ba.md.us

Orinted weth Scyhesn Ink
on Recycied Paper



Petitﬁn for Administ’ative Variance

to the Zoning Commissioner of Baltimore County

for the property located at TS0 S—(an Cow ﬂLC Ot‘ AR
which is presently zoned __ 0. o ¢

This Petition shall be filed with the Department of Permits and Development Management. The undersigned, legal
owner(s) of the property situate in Baitimore County and which is described in the description and plat attached hereto and
made a part hereof, hereby petition for a2 Variance from Section(s) 427

be2

—_— L4
VO PERIIIT A & Higil FEMNCE /10 TLIE REAR 41l D S108 Yd 2D

of A ¢coT WHICL AD joirdS THE Frromd T YA oF ArloTilE rf
i LieUd OF Tile RE¢urRED g7

of the zoning regulations of Baltimore County, to the zoning law of Baltimore County, for the reasons indicated on the back
of this petition form.

Property is to be posted and advertised as prescribed by the zoning regulations.
I, or we, agree to pay expenses of above Variance, advertising, posting, etc. and further agree to and are to be bounded by the zoning
regulations and restrictions of Baitimore County adopted pursuant to the zoning law for Baltimore County.

fWe do solemnly declare and affirn, under the penalties of
perjury, that 1Awe are the legal owner(s) of the property which
is the subject of this Petition.

Contract Purchaser/L essee; Legal Owner(s):
Recn  Led R) r

Name - Type or Print h§n;e - Type or Print

Signature Signaty \_}

Add Telephone N N .L?r/‘ PLFF/E)FC/
fess clephone No. ame pType or Prin

State Zip Code Sighature v

B‘QOO Sesen { erk t\r.@w)S'?ﬁ—Ims'
Address . Telephone No.

e (hpqe miD 21236

City State Zip Code

Representative to be Contacted:

jﬁ’a A’L.‘wﬁ :

Name

Teleptione Na. Address Telephone No.

State Zip Cede City State Zip Code

g blic Hearing having been formally demanded andior found to be required, it is ordered by the Zoning Commissioner of Baltimore County,
; i day of , that the subject matter of this petition be set for a public hearing, advertised, as required by the zoning
regulations of Baltimore County and that the property be reposted.

Zoning Commissioner of Baltimore County

CASENO. _99-471 -A Reviewed By __ JF-/LTM pate _S =Z1-99
=2y 915198 Estimated Posting Date ___ O ~20-99




Af ﬁd aV’t n _S_P_p_port of Admzlistrative Variance

The undersigned hereby affirms under the penalties of perjury to the Zoning Commissioner of Baltimore County, as
follows: That the information herein given is within the personal knowledge of the Affiant(s) and that Affiant(s) is/are
competent to testify thereto in the event that a public hearing is scheduled in the future with regard thereto.

That the Affiant(s) does/do presently reside at Eld Yo oo Souen (ot  Deag

dress

Qlhmae  MD 212 36
City

State Zip Code

That based upon personal knowledge, the following are the facts upon which e base the request for an Administrative
Variance at the above address (indicate hardship or practical difficuity):
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That the Affiant(s) aackngvﬁl@dg%(s) thatjf a forméi demgncﬁs ﬁed,gﬂﬁﬁﬁs)oﬂf bé’ reqhﬁgé io pay a reposting and J

advertising fee and may be required to provide additionaf information.

CPp0 S ol

Signature . re ‘ ﬂ
Qi \\_J@}Qm)\ Lor A Le_cfértf

Name - Type or Print Name - Type or Print

STATE OF MARYLAND, COUNTY OF BALTIMORE, fo wit: :
1
| HEREBY CERTIFY, this \ % dayof (WD~ . 1989 before me, a Notary Public of the State

of .K.ary!and, in a.z for th'=-Z County aforesaid, rsongRy appearegd

the Affiant(s) herein, p#sonally known or satisfactorily identified to me as such Affiant(s), and made oath in due form of
iaw that the matters and facts hereinabove set forth are true and coirect to the best of his/her/their knowledge and beiief.

AS WITNESS my hand and Notarial Seal ‘ _
i ‘7{&"\[99 i D el ®

Notary Public (
My Commission Expires KX | \ l Lo
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Af fid aV’t in Support of Adm?ﬁistrative Variance

The undersigned hereby affirms under the penalties of perjury to the Zoning Commissioner of Baftimore County, as
follows: That the information herein given is within the personal knowledge of the Affiant(s) and that Affiant(s) is/are
competent to testify thereto in the event that & public hearing is scheduled in the future with regard thereto.

That the Affiant(s) does/do presently reside at A4 o0 ge “ e C,o( s Df\. u-e

Address

o Vg ag D 236 .
City State Zip Code

That based upon personal knowledge, the following are the facts upon which Ifwe base the request for an Administrative
Variance at the above address (indicate hardship or practicat difficulty):
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That the Affiant(s) acknowiedge(s) that if a formal dema;ﬁ is ﬁ]ed Afﬁant( 'MH be required to pay a reposting and
advertising fee and may be required to provide additional information.

K< /INY, gy ﬂM
SZM Le Mok Lor/ 4 Léa%/d(

Name - Type or Print Name - Type or Print ~

STATE OF MARYLAND, COUNTY OF BALTIMORE, to wit:
I HEREBY CERTIFY, thrs ( day of W\M before me, a Notary Public of the State

of I\;!ary!and in ar%;the County aforesa:d perso%ty appar:wezxq %cﬂ

the Affiant(s) herein, persdgally known or satisfactorily identified to me as suchiAffiant(s), and made oath in due form of
law that the matters and facts hereinabove set forth are true and comect to the best of his/her/their knowiedge and belief.

AS WITNESS my hand and Notarial Seal

& T awd oo

Date A ’ Notary Public
My Commission Expires QA \ \:)/OB /

B2 o915l %8



Petitﬁn for Administ’ative Variance
to the Zoning Commissioner of Baltimore County

for the property located at Q Yoo St n f o dt Dﬂz M
which is presently zoned __ (\{ € ¢

This Petition shall be filed with the Department of Permits and Development Management. The undersigned, legal
owner(s) of the property situate in Baltimore County and which is described in the description and piat attached hereto and
made a part hereof, hereby petition for a Variance from Section{s) 4 7] be 2%

T PERIrIT A & tltSif FEICE tid THE IREAR ArdiD ST PE Y400

OF A (T el Aapyeind S TrlE FRoed T YTARD ©F ArloTilER
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of the zoning reguiations of Baltimore County, to the zoning law of Baltimore County, for the reasons indicated on the back
of this petition form.

Property is to be posted and advertised as prescribed by the zoning regulations. )
I, or we, agree to pay expenses of above Variance, advertising, posting, etc. and further agree to and are to be boundesd by the zoning
regulations and restrictions of Baltimore County adopted pursuant to the zoning law for Baltimore County.

1/We do solemniy declare and affirm, under the penalties of

perjury, that liwe are the legai owner(s) of the property which
is the subject of this Petition.

Contract Purchaser/lessee: Legal Owner{s}:

NSS_,(TIln . L@J’EM‘J

Name - Type or Print

Signature i
LA L € d:% f‘Cj

Address Telephone No. Name -Aype or Print
1
City State Zip Code Signature
Attorney For Petitioner: QILIOU Seon Courts D liw)s25-15'
Address - Telephone No.
B lhomaos wmD 212206 i :
Name - Type or Print City State Zip Code

Representative to be Contacted:

Signature
g—ff_ 14400&
Company Name
Address Telephone No. Address Telephone No.
City State Zip Code City State Zip Code

A Public Hearing having been formaliy demanded and/or found to be required, it is ordered by the Zening Commissioner of Baltimore County,
this day of that the subject matter of this petition be set for a public hearing, advertised, as required by the zoning

reguiations of Balfimore County and tﬁat the property be reposted.

Zoning Commissioner of Baltimore County

ZEV 9115198 Estimated Posting Date S-30-99




Zoning Description

ZONING DESCRIPTION FOR 9400 Seven Courts Drive.

Major Boundaries include Gunpowder Falls State Park to the North, Joppa
Road to the South, Belair Road to the East and Harford Road to the West.
The property resides on the corner of Seven Courts Drive and Proctor Lane.
Beginning at a point on the West side of Seven Courts Drive which is 70 feet
wide and North of Proctor Lane which is 70 feet wide. Being Lot #40,
Block A, Plat 2 Section 2 of Oakhurst as recorded in Baltimore County Plat
Book #43, Folio #128 containing 9904 square feet. Also known as 9400
Seven Courts Drive and located in the 11* Election District, 5%
Councilmanic District.

247}
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whiNIITICAID U FPUSTING

» @
RE: Case No.: Qq 17‘7/ /4

Petitionet/Developer:

Seant Lor/ ledford

Date of Hearing/Closing: _(0[14{Q 9

Baitimore County Department of
Permits and Development Management
County Office Building, Room 111

111 West Chesapeake Avenue
Towson, MD 21204

Attention: Ms. Gwendolyn Stephens
Ladies and Gentiemen:

This letter is to centify under the penalties of bexjury that the necessary sign(s) required by law
were posted conspicuously on the property located 2t 1400 S even Courts, D [

@e,rm Hall, MD 212306

The sign(s) were posted on M&U 23, {Oqu
) ( Month, Day, Year) - -

G % f Sign P d;.? /5)83/?9
i of Sign Poster and Date
«.S'zzj Garaes

" (Printed Name)

105 ctmm VEGOALS DR,

’ 0|v

4/0 7% 4/0?)0

(Teiephone Number)

Sincerel
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i
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BALTIMORE COUNTY i’ARTMENT OF PERMITS AND LOPMENT MANAGEMENT
ZONING REVIEW

[

ADMINISTRATIVE VARIANCE INFORMATION SHEET AND DATES

Case Number 99-{ 47 | -A Address Q#4000 Scven Courts Dr-

Contact Person: _-Jun_Fernancie / Lloyd Mox| e/Y Phone Number: 410-887-3381

Flanner, Please piint Your Name

FilingDate: __ 5 ~21-99 Posting Date: _= " 20-99  Closing Date: G499

Any contact made with this office regarding the status of the administrative variance should be
through the contact person (planner) using the case number.

1. POSTING/COST: The petitioner must use one of the sign posters on the approved list (on the
reverse side of this form) and the petitioner is responsible for all printing/posting costs. Any
reposting must be done only by one of the sign posters on the approved list and the petitioner
is again responsible for all associated costs. The zoning notice sign must be visible on the
groperty on or before the posting date noted above. It should remain there through the closing

ate.

2. DEADLINE: The closing date is the deadline for an occupant or owner within 1,000 feet to file
a formal request for a public hearing. Please understand that even if there is no formal
request for a public hearing, the process is not complete on the closing date.

3. ORDER: After the closing date, the file will be reviewed by the zoning or deputy zoning
commissioner. He may: (a) grant the requested relief; (b) deny the requested relief, or (c)
order that the matter be set in for a public hearing. You will receive written notification
(typically within 7 to 10 days of the closing date) as to whether the petition has been granted,
denied, or will go to public hearing. The order will be mailed to you by First Class mail.

4. POSSIBLE PUBLIC HEARING AND REPOSTING: In cases that must go to a public hearing
{(whether due to a neighbor's formal request or by order of the zoning or deputy zoning
commissioner), notification will be forwarded to you. The sign on the property must be
changed giving notice of the hearing date, time and location. As when the sign was originally
poste;iﬁ, certification of this change and a photograph of the altered sign must be forwarded to
this office.

. (Detach Along Dotted Line)
Petitioner: This Part of the Form is for the Sign Poster Only
USE THE ADMINISTRATIVE VARIANCE SIGN FORMAT

Case Number 99-] 4471 -A Address 9DHOO Seven Ceouvts DPe
Petitioner's Name __Sean % Lol Ledfo-d Telephone _At{0 ~529 -9, s
PostingDate: __ S-30-99 Closing Date: __© - {4 -99

Wording for Sign: _To Permit_cc G’hr‘gh fence in the rear anod side yard
0\0 o lof whrch aoljoms he LGont )Larof opanﬂﬁn e I
licy C'p e /eé;:.u;ed A2,

WCR - Revised 7/2/38



DEPARTMENT OF PERMITS AND DEVELOPMENT MANAGEME
ZONING REVIEW ’

ADVERTISING REQUIREMENTS AND PROCEDURES FOR ZONING HEARINGS

The_Baitimore County Zoning Regulations (BCZR) require that notice be given to the
general public/neighboring property owners relative to property which is the subject of

an upcoming zoning hearing. For those petitions which require a public hearing, this
notice is accomplished by posting a sign on the property (responsibility of the petitioner)
and placement of a notice in a newspaper of general circulation in the County, both at
least fifteen (15) days before the hearing.

Zoning Review will ensure that the legal requirements for advertising are satisfied.
However, the petitioner is responsible for the costs associated with these requirements.
The newspaper will bill the person listed below for the advertising. This advertising is
due upon receipt and should be remitted directly to the newspaper.

OPINIONS MAY NOT BE ISSUED UNTIL ALL ADVERTISING COSTS ARE PAID.

For Newspaper Advertising:

ltem Number or Case Number: Lf“”
Petitioner: ge—cu/\ “~ Lo Le HharA

Address or Location: Qoo Seven Llourks  Oc se
Deltimo e , MY 21230

PLEASE FORWARD ADVERTISING BILL TO:

Name: _Secn Leddor

Address: Q4o  Seven Cooris Dove
Qe b o ae D 212.3¢

Telephone Number: (H) 528~ (4 L5

Revised 2/20/98 - SCJ

49-471-A-



@ A

e, Development Processing
A *@gﬂ Baltimore County County Office Building
AR Department of Permits and 111 West Chesapeake Avenue
% W Development Management Towson, Maryland 21204
Ly pdmlandacq@co.ba.md. us

June 15, 1999

Mr. & Mrs. Sean Ledford
2400 Seven Courts Drive
Baltimore, MD 21236

Dear Mr. & Mrs. Ledford:

RE: Case No.: 99-471-A, Petitioner: Ledford,
Location: 9400 Seven Courts Drive

The above referenced petition was accepted for processing by the
Bureau of Zoning Review, Department of Permits and Develcopment Management
(PDM), on May 21, 1999.

The Zoning Advisory Committee (ZAC), which consists of
representatives from several Baltimore County approval agencies, has
reviewed the plans that were submitted with your petitiom. All comments

submitted thus far from the members of the ZAC are attached. These
comments are not intended to indicate the appropriateness of the zoning
action requested, but to ensure that all parties (zoning commissioner,
attorney, petitioner, etc.) are made aware of plans or problems with
regard to the proposed improvements that may have a bearing on this
case. All comments will be placed in the permanent case file.

If you need further information or have any questions regarding these
comments, please do not hesitate to contact the commenting agency.

Very truly yours,

2l Eend

Zoning Supervisor
Zoning Review
WCR:ggs

Enclosures

Come visit the County's Website at www.co.ba.md.us

FL: Pristed with Saybean ink
\J& on Recycled Paper



BALTIMCORE COUNTY, MARYLAND

INTEROFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

TO: Arncld Jablon, Director Date: June 16, 1999
Department of Permits & Development
Management

‘\. Robert W. Bowling, Supervisor
Y {Bureau of Development Plans Review

: Zoning Advisory Committee Meeting
for June 14, 1999

Ttem Nos. 456, 459, 460, 461, 462,

464, 466, 467, 468, 469,?, 472,

474, 475, 476, 477, 482, 483, 484,

& 485

The Bureau of Development Plans Review has reviewed the subject
zoning items, and we have no comments.

RWB:HJO:jrb

cc: File

ZACO6149 .NOC ?\EC’
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700 East Joppa Road

Baltimore County Towson, Maryland 21286-5500
Fire Department 410-887-4500

2

S Come visit the County's Website at www.co.ba.md.us

June 16, 1399

Arnold Jablon, Director

Zoning Administration and Development Management
Baltimore County Office Building

Towson, MD 21204

MAIL STOP-1105

RE: Property Owner: SEE BELOW
Location: DISTRIBUTION MEETING OF JUNE 7, 1999
Item No.: See Below Zoning Agenda:
Gentlemen: M

Pursuant . to your reguest, the referénced property has been
surveyed by this Bureau and the comments below are applicable and
required to be corrected or incorporated into the final plans for

the property.

8. The Flre Marshal's Office has no comments at this time,
IN REFERENCE TO THE FOLLOWING ITEM NUMBERS:

456, 457, 458, 453, 460, 461, 462, 464, 465, 465, 457,
468, 463, 470, (471, 472, 474, 475, 476, 477, 478, 479,

480, 483, 484, AND 485

REVIEWER: LT. ROBERT P. SAUERWALD
Fire Marshal Office, PHONE 887-4881, MS-1102F
cc: File . :

Printed wilh Soybean Ink
on Recycled Paper
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BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND

INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

TO: Arnold Jablon, Director DATE: June 7, 1999
Department of Permaits and
Development Management

FROM: Amold F. 'Pat’ Keller, III, Director
Office of Planning

SUBJECT: 9400 Seven Courts Drive

INFORMATION:

Item Number: 471

Petitioner: Ledford Property
Zoning: DR 5.5

Requested Action: Variance
SUMMARY OF RECOMMENDATIONS:

The Office of Planning does not support the request to extend a six foot high fence into
the side yard as indicated on the site plan. The petitioner’s existing fence is already
incompatible with neighboring fencing — none of which exceeds 4 feet in height. To
extend the fencing into the side yard would exacerbate the existing condition.

H there should be any questions, please contact Karin Brown, Fifth District Community
Planner at 410-887-3480.

Section Chief:

AFK/IL

CAJEFF_L\W71.doc



Parris N. Glendening

Maryland Department of Transportation Governor .
State Highway Administration John D. Porcari

Parker F. Williams
Administrator

Date: L-4.%55

Ms. Gwen Stephens RE:  Baitimore County

Baltimore County Office of Item No. 4| JRF / LTWA
Permits and Development Management

County Office Building, Room 109
Towson, Maryland 21204

Dear. Ms Stephens:

This office has reviewed the referenced item and we have no objection to approval as it does not
access a State roadway and is not affected by any State Highway Administration projects.

Should you have any questions regarding this matter, please contact Larry Gredlein at 410-543-
5606 or by E-mail at (Igredlein@sha.state.md.us).

*

/ry/ b&

#/~ Michael M. Lenhart, Chief
Engineering Access Permits Division

My telephone number is

Maryland Relay Service for impaired Hearing or Speech
-~ — - 1-806-735-2258 Statewide Toll Free ™ ~— T T

Mailing Address: P.O. Box 717 « Baitimore, MD 21203-0717
Street Address: 707 North Calvert Street = Baitimore, Maryiand 21262




The homeowner of 9400 Seven Courts Drive (Sean and Lori Ledford) explained the plans
to extend their 6-foot fence to include the side/back yard of their house. I do nothave a

concern or problem with their plans.
Signature /éf—-’/g"/

=7
Printed Name / IA{:"VMJ ,@e—mm
Address .g 752 P krcior. ng

Baltimore, Maryland 21236




The homeowner of 9400 Seven Courts Drive (Secan and Lori Ledford) explained the plans
to extend their 6-foot fence to include the side/back yard of their house. I do not have a
concern or problem with their plans.

Signature (Mﬁb{b Pl hugAad ‘

Printed Name _/4ERy/ v ML ImiLHAEL

Address 06 M. OFs .\L;,:‘L,ZL
Baltimore, Maryland 21236




The homeowner of 9400 Seven Courts Drive (Sean and Lori Ledford) explained the plans
to extend their 6-foot fence to include the side/back yard of their house. T do not have a

concern or problem with their plans.
somre 90 VoD
v

Printed Name _ FEep  [14S5 ELE

Address 3800 Frocrar. bas
Baltimore, Maryland 21236




The homeowner of 9400 Seven Courts Drive (Sean and Lori Ledford) explained the plans
to extend their 6-foot fence to include the side/back vard of their house. Ido not havea
concern or problem with their plans.

Signature
Printed Name L /CH# AhS [HIESS

Address {g_éé?;’ xum C“,’/_.S..-;b“

Baltimore, Maryland 21236




The homeowner of 9400 Seven Courts Drive (Sean and Lori Ledford) explained the plans
to extend their 6-foot fence to inctude the side/back yard of their house. do nothave g
concern or problem with their plans.

Signature M.%f’.&’ﬁﬁ%

Printed Name NEI- 2 1MMER man/

Address ~ 133e SEven Csvaiy Da
Baltimore, Maryland 21236
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AN ELIQIBLE INDIVIDY ROUP-MAY- ~
REQUEST A py LG HEARING CONCERNING - © -
THE PROPOSED VARIANCE, _..%s.omgqﬁ.agﬁa S
RECEIVED IN-THE 20NiNG REVIEW BUREAU BEFORE -
6:00 P.M. ON _Juunialily (9qq e LT
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PERMITS AND DEVELOPMEN “COUNT
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LOCATION

PERRY HALL

DATE
OF
PHOTOGRAPHY

JANUARY
1986

r

BALTIMORE COUNTY
OFFICE OF PLANNING AND ZONING

PHOTOGRAPHIC MAP

PREPARED BY AIR PHOTOGRAPHICS, Il'flc._

MARTINSBURG, W.V. 25401




